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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action in responsive to the communication filed on March 14, 2008. Claims 
1-7, 12-18, 38-41 are pending. 

2. Applicant's election without traverse of the elected group I, claims 1-7, 12-18, 38- 
41, in the reply filed on 3/14/2008 is acknowledged. Claims 38-47 are withdrawn and 
canceled by the applicant from further consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 1.142(b) as 
being drawn to a nonelected group II. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

3. Claims 15-18, 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed 
invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claim 15 recites "A machine-accessible medium containing instructions, which when 

executed by a machine, cause said machine to perform operations, comprising ". 

From the specification page 22, paragraph 0063, it states "The program(s) of the 
program product defines functions of the embodiments (including the methods 
described herein) and can be contained on a variety of signal-bearing media. 
Illustrative signal-bearing media include, but are not limited to: (i) information 
permanently stored on non-writable storage media (e.g., read-only memory devices 
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within a computer such as CD-ROM disks readable by a CD-ROM drive); (ii) alterable 
information stored on writable storage media (e.g., floppy disks within a diskette drive or 
hard-disk drive); and (iii) information conveyed to a computer by a communications 
medium, such as through a computer or telephone network, including wireless 
communications....". Based on the cited disclosure above, it is determined that the 
machine-accessible medium carrying a signal recites a non-statutory matter. However, 
the signal is not limited to a tangible embodiment. Therefore, Claim 15 is rejected 
under 35 USC 101. 

Claims 16-18, 41 depend on claim 15, therefore they are rejected with the same 
rationale applied against claim 15 above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-7, 12, 15-18, 38, 39 and 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Girard (US Patent No. 7,093,124) and in view of Dayan et al. 
(US Pub. No. 2002/0188837). 



Application/Control Number: 10/749,583 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2135 

As per claim 1 , Girard teaches: 

selecting the bootable image comprising software to determine the trustworthiness of a 
software application on a maintenance server prior to executing the software 
application, for the remote client [Fig. 1, col. 7 lines 3-19, Fig. 4, col. 7 lines 35-48, Fig. 
5, 6]; generating a wake-on-LAN packet and transmitting the wake-on-LAN packet to 
the remote client to wake up the remote client and to instruct a pre-boot application of 
the remote client to boot via the bootable image [Fig. 6, col. 8 lines 10-43]. 
Girard teaches the wake-on-LAN packet which includes pluralities of parameters to 
wake up and/or boot the remote client. However, Girard doesn't expressively mention 
the wake-on-packet with partition identification. 
Dayan teaches 

with a partition identification, the partition identification being associated with a location 
of the bootable image, to identify the location within a local resource of the remote client 
[Fig. 4, paragraph 0008, 0010, 0034, 0035]; and transmitting the wake-on-LAN packet 
to the remote client to wake up the remote client and to instruct a pre-boot application of 
the remote client to boot via the bootable image [Fig. 4, paragraph 0008, 0010, 0034, 
0035]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine Dayan with Girard to include directive information 
into the wake-on-LAN packet (magic packet), since one would have been motivated to 
boot to a designated partition in a nonvolatile storage unit without requiring a local 
operator [Dayan, paragraph 0007]. 
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As per claim 2 , the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and Dayan teaches: 

selecting the bootable image from a drive, the drive being internal to the remote client 

[Fig. 4, paragraph 0034, 0035]. 

As per claim 3 , the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and Dayan teaches: 

selecting the bootable image from a secure resource of the remote client [Fig. 4, 

paragraph 0034, 0035]. 

As per claim 4 , the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and Dayan teaches: 

resource comprises selecting the bootable image from a hidden partition associated 

with the remote client [Fig. 4, paragraph 0034, 0035]. 

As per claim 5 , the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and Dayan teaches: 

selecting a representation of a bootable image, the representation to be associated with 

the bootable image by the remote client [Fig. 4, paragraph 0034, 0035]. 

As per claim 6 . the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and Dayan teaches: 

extending the wake-on-LAN packet with the partition identification [paragraph 0008, 

0010]. 

As per claim 7 . the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and Dayan teaches: 
generating a parameter to associate with the partition identification to provide a post- 
boot instruction to the remote client [Fig. 4, paragraph 0008, 0010, 0034, 0035]. 
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As per claim12 , the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and Girard teaches: 
transmitting comprises broadcasting the wake-on-LAN packet to the remote client and 
at least one other remote client [Fig. 1]. 

As per claim15 , it encompasses limitations that are similar to those of claim 1 . Thus, it is 
rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 1 above. 

As per claim16 . the rejection of claim 15 is incorporated and it encompasses limitations 
that are similar to those of claim 3. Thus, it is rejected with the same rationale applied 
against claim 3 above. 

As per claim17 , the rejection of claim 15 is incorporated and it encompasses limitations 
that are similar to those of claim 6. Thus, it is rejected with the same rationale applied 
against claim 6 above. 

As per claim18 , the rejection of claim 15 is incorporated and Girard teaches: 
broadcasting the wake-on-LAN packet to the remote client and at least one other 
remote client [Fig. 1]. 

As per claim 38 , the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and Girard teaches: 
downloading the software application from the maintenance server to the remote client 
subject to a determination of the trustworthiness of the maintenance server by the 
remote client [Fig. 1, col. 7 lines 3-19, Fig. 4, col. 7 lines 35-48, Fig. 5, 6]. 
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As per claim 39 , the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and Girard teaches: 
passing a parameter to the bootable image to initiate the software application on the 
maintenance server subject to a determination of the trustworthiness of the 
maintenance server by the remote client [Fig. 1, col. 7 lines 3-19, Fig. 4, col. 7 lines 35- 
48, Fig. 5, 6]. 

As per claim 41 , the rejection of claim 15 is incorporated and it encompasses limitations 
that are similar to those of claim 38. Thus, it is rejected with the same rationale applied 
against claim 38 above. 

5. Claims 13, 14 and 40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Girard (US Patent No. 7,093,124) in view of Dayan et al. (US Pub. No. 
2002/01 88837) and in view of Kim (US Pub. No. 2004/01 63008). 

As per claim 13 , Girard teaches: 




a server computer system in communication with at least one client computer system, 
the server computer system comprises a processor capable to selecting the bootable 
image comprising software to determine the trustworthiness of a software application on 
a maintenance server prior to executing the software application, for the remote client 
[Fig. 1, col. 7 lines 3-19, Fig. 4, col. 7 lines 35-48, Fig. 5, 6]; wherein the server 
computer system is capable of generating a wake-on-LAN packet and wherein the 
server computer system is capable of transmitting the wake-on-LAN packet to the 
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remote client to wake up the remote client and to instruct a pre-boot application of the 

remote client to boot via the bootable image [Fig. 6, col. 8 lines 10-43]. 

Girard teaches the wake-on-LAN packet which includes pluralities of parameters to 

wake up and/or boot the remote client. However, Girard doesn't expressively mention 

the wake-on-packet with partition identification. 

Dayan teaches 

with a partition identification, the partition identification being associated with a location 
of the bootable image, to identify the location within a local resource of the remote client 
[Fig. 4, paragraph 0008, 0010, 0034, 0035]; and wherein the server computer system is 
capable of transmitting the wake-on-LAN packet to the remote client to wake up the 
remote client and to instruct a pre-boot application of the remote client to boot via the 
bootable image [Fig. 4, paragraph 0008, 0010, 0034, 0035]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine Dayan with Girard to include directive information 
into the wake-on-LAN packet (magic packet), since one would have been motivated to 
boot to a designated partition in a nonvolatile storage unit without requiring a local 
operator [Dayan, paragraph 0007]. 

Further, in an analogous art, Kim teaches: a database, the database comprising an 
indication of one or more clients and the status of their wake-on-LAN functionality [Fig. 
2, 6, paragraph 0043]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine Kim with Girard and Dayan, since one would have 
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been motivated to mange end user application software and services available on 
computer network from a central location and reduce the overall cost of the computers 
on the network [Kim, paragraph 0010, 0012]. 

As per claim14 , the rejection of claim 13 is incorporated and Girard teaches: 

an Ethernet network coupled to the server computer system and the at least one client 

computer system [Fig. 1]. 

As per claim 40 , the rejection of claim 13 is incorporated and Girard teaches: 
wherein the server computer system is capable of downloading the software application 
by the maintenance server to the remote client subject to a determination of the 
trustworthiness of the maintenance server by the remote client [Fig. 1, col. 7 lines 3-19, 
Fig. 4, col. 7 lines 35-48, Fig. 5, 6]. 

Response to Amendment 

6. Applicant has amended claims 1, 13 and 15 (see applicant's amendment 
submitted on 6/21/07), which necessitated new ground of rejection. See new ground of 
rejection above. 

Regarding to the Applicant's argument to the 35 USC § 101 rejection, Examiner 
disagrees with applicant and still maintains that claims 15-18 and 41 recite non-statutory 
matter. See 35 U.S.C. 101 rejection above. 
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Applicant has amended claims 1, 13, 15 to correct the double patenting rejection. 
The newly amended claims overcome such deficiency and therefore, previous double 
patenting rejection is withdrawn. 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Connery et al (US 6606709) - -Secure system for remote management and wake-up 
commands 

Cromer et al (US 6526507) - Data processing system and method for waking a client 
only in response to receipt of an authenticated wake-on-LAN packet 
Locket et al (US 6158020) - Remote jumper set and reset 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to NIRAV PATEL whose telephone number is (571)272- 
5936. The examiner can normally be reached on 8 am - 4:30 pm (M-F). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kim Vu can be reached on 571-272-3859. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

NBP 

6/6/08 

/KIMYEN VU7 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2135 



